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AN EXTRACT of a Mann{cript 
 Differtation, written in Italian, concerning 
Pope JOAN, and the Temporal Domi- 


nion of the Popes, occaftoned by a Coin of 


John VIII. By GILIBERT BENVENU- 
TI. 


HE % Abbot Hignoli has inferted in thé 26th 
} Page of his % 2% Antiquiores Pontificum Roma- 
norum Denarii, Gc. a Coin, upon one Side of 
which one may fee the Monogram of Leo IV. or LEO 
PAP A,and round it SC 8. PETRUS; and on the other fide, 
the Monogram of the Emperor Lotharius HIRM, and 
round it his Name HLOTHARIUS. There isa Silver Coin 
very well preferved, in which befides the Monogram and 
the Name of that Emperor , there appears on the Reverfe 
the Monagram of a Pope, whofe Name began with thefe 
Letters 70. that are very plain. The Monogram of the 
Emperor is different from that, which is to be feen on the 
Coins of LEOIV. and therefore thofe Coins cannot be 
confounded with this. The Author of the Differtation 
maintains, that it belongs to ton. VIII. who was fince 
metamorphofed into # Pope Foon ; and that thofe Learned 
Men, who have proved that what is faid of chat Female 
Pope is a mere Fittion, fhould have acknowledged that 
there was a Pope John VEII. between Leo IV. and Bene. 
di Ul. David tlondel % % % raifed feveral chronolo. 
gical Difficulties , that are very confiderable , againft the 
time when that Pope John VIIL. is faid to have lived: M. 
Benvenuti does not undertake to anfwer them. 

He only takes this Opportunity to confute at large the 
Opinion, that prevailed for a long time in the Church of 
Rome, concerning Pope Joan. It is groundéd ona Paflage, 
that is to be found in feveral Manufcripts of Ana/tafine 


Bibliothecarius. 








% This Extra& is taken from Mr. le Clere’s Bibliotheque 
Cheife. The Italian Diflertation was communicated to 
him by a Perfon, to whom it wasfent. 

% % See a fhort Account of that Book in thé 16th 
Page of thefe Memoirs. 

% H% H% Inhis French Differtation concerning Pope 
Joan printed in 1649. and in the Latin publith’d in 1657. 


_ And indeed had Anaftafixe mentioned thst Faé, his 
Authority would be of great weight, fince he was a Learn- 
ed Man, and Jived in the fame Age ; bur the Author 
mainteins, that che Paffage in Queftion was taken from the 
Chronicle of Martinus Polonus, wha died about the Year 
1270, Or 425 Years after the enthroning of BenediG IVI. 
who fucceeded the pretended Joan. In effet they dre the 
fame Words only wititfome Alteration. 

Our Author thews that thofe Words could not be inthe 
Original Copy of Anaftafus , 1. Becaufe there is no fuch 
thing in the Chronicle of the Popes afcribed to Luitpran- 
dus, tho’ that Chronicle was taken trom Anaffafius,, 2, 
That no Greek Author of any Antiquity méntions its - 
yet Photius and his Followers , being exafperated again 
the Church of Rome, would not have forgot it. 3. That 
the Authors, who lived from the time of Leo LY. to chat 
Of Anaftafius, fay nothing of it. 4. That others who 
lived fince, are wholly filent about ic , and tell us that Bee 
nedi& WT. was the immediate Succeffor of Leo IV. . 

Tho’. this feems to be true, ("Tis an Obferva- 
tion of Mr. le Clerc,) Charles Annibal Fabrot, who publith'd, 
a fine Edition of Anaffafiws at Paris in 1649. fhould not 
have left out the Paflage in ee (Pag. +99.), fince he 
owns that it is in the King’s Manufcript , and thac it wag 
in the MSS. of the Palatine Library. ke might have been 

rinted in different Characters, or between two Crotchets. 

ofe Words may be fen in the Larisa Differtation of 
Blondel, pag. sc. | ; 

M. Benvenuti places the Origin of the Fable relating to 
Pope Joan in the XIfth Century , which is the Epoch of 
Romances in Italy, as he fhews at large ; but I thal! not 
dwell upon ir. He does in a particular manner fix the 
Origin of that Story in the time of Frederick I. and gives 
thefe Reafons for it : 1. Becaufe the Jsalian: wre then ves 
ry much inclined to tell fabulous Stories. 2. Becaufe the 
Quarre}s between the Emperors and the Popes gave every 
Body a full Liberty to invent any thing againg the See of 

Rome. 3. Becaufe the loofe Lives of the Popes did very 
much ircreafe that Liberty. 4. Becaufe it was then an 
ufual thing to beftow Surnames upon People, taken from 
their Condué ; and Jebn VIII. might have been call’d a. 
Woman , by Reafon of his effeminate Life. Some igno- 
rant Tran{cribers took occafion from thence to infert in 
the Chronicles of the Popes, that there was a Fémale Pope 
after Leo LV. tho Learned Men did not believe ir, fince: 
there was nothing about it in the MSS. Copies of Anaffa. 


Sims, Martinus Polcnus, Sigebertus Gemblacenfiz , and Godefri- | 


dus Viterbienfis , written before the Year MCCC. But 
from that time, the Fabulous Story of Pope Joan feems to 
have been generally believed ; and therefore in the Year 
M CCCC. the Head of a Woman was placed in the Ca 
thedral Church of Stema among thofe of the Popes. O17": 
Ooog Aurhot 





































Author thinks that Petrarch was one of the firft, among 
the Learned, who gave Credit to that Story :,He adds, 
that that Poet publifh’d many other fictitious Scories, ac- 
cording to the Pra@tice of his Age. . 












































































T HE Learned are nox agreed about the Reafon, why 
the Names of the Emperors appear with thofe_of the 
Popes upon the Coins ftamp’d at Rome, M. le Blanc, in 
his Hifforical Treatife concerning French Coins, (Tra ité hifto- 
rique des Monnoies de France,) printed at Paris in 1689, 
believes that the Emperors themfelves ordered thofe Coins 
to be ftamp’d at Rome. But tho the Emperors had a great 
Authority in that City,our Author maintains that the Ro- 
mans were not their Subje&ts properly fpeaking , no more 
than the Inhabitants of feveral other Cities in Italy, 
which enjoyed a full Liberty , and ftamp’d the Names of 
the Emperors upon their Coins. The Abbot Vignoli , in 
his Book concerning the Ancient Coins of the Popes, and 
the Abbot Fontanini, in his Hiftorical % Diflertation con- 
cerhing the Rights of the Holy See to the County and 
City of Comachio , believe that the Popes themfelves cau- 
fed thofe Coins to be ftamp’d,as being Sovereigns of Rome, 
and that they put the Names of the Emperors upon them ; 
as being Advocates and ges of the Holy See. But our 
Author maintains that thofe Coins were not ftampd by 
the Popes, and that the Names of the Emperors were not 
put upon them on that Account. To believe what thofe 
Gentlemen fay , he thinks they fhould have fhewed that 
the Authority of Patricius or Advocatus was equal to that 
of Emperor, and that the only difference confifted in the 
Dignity ; which they have not proved by any Ancient 
Author, and is contrary to Truth, ) 
_ The Name of Charlemagne does not appear upon the 
Coins ftamped at Rome, before he was declared Emperor, 
tho he was Patricius and Advocate of the Church of Rome. 
He, and his Father, had thofe Titles ; but they did not 
govern Italy in that Quality, and as Charlemagne did, after 
e had been proclaimed Emperor. % % The Annals of 
Loifel Tpeak of it in the following manner. Ordinatis de- 
inde Romane urbis @ Apoftolici, totiufque Italia non tantum 
publicis , fed etiam Ecclefiasticis & privatis rebus , nam tota 
biemz non aliud ficit Imperator, mifit iterum in Beneventanam 
expeditionem, cum Pipine filio [uo. 

In the next Place, the Author undertakes to fhew, 
1. That the Emperors were Sovereigns of Rome, as Em- 

rors, but did not command in it; from whence it fol- 
ows that the Carlovingians had no, Money ftamped there. 
2. That the Romans, and not the Pope, (asthe Abbot 
Fontanini affirms, ) made Charlemagne Emperor ; that the 
Pope had no independent Jurifdittion, and that the Re- 
mans governed themfelves at feveral times. 

’Tis highly improbable that the Romans fhould have gi- 
vena mere Title to Charlemagne , when they proclaimed 
him Emperor. Such Titles are indeed beftowed by Su- 
Periors upon Inferiors, but not by Inferiors upon Superi- 
ors, The Authority of the Emperors in the City of 
Rome does plainly appear by feveral Reafons. 1. Leo III. 
defired Charlemagne in the Year 796. to fubdue the Romans, 
as we read in an Anonymous Poet , publifh’d by Boeclerws 
at Strasburg : 

Admonuitque piis precibus, qui mittere vellet 

Ex propriis aliquos primoribus, ac fbi plebem 

Subdere Romanam, fervandaque foedera cogens 

_ Hance fidei facramentis promittere magnis.. 

Which thews that the Romans were a free People. 2. The 
Pope's defire being fatisfied , Charles was made Emperor ; 


‘ 


claimed bythe Roman People, as it appears hy the fame 
Poet, and the Saxon Chronograpier publifh’d by M. Leibnits 
in 1698. 3. Tho Charles was Patricius , they did not put 
his Name upon the Publick Coins, as it was practifed after 
his being made Emperor. 4. From that time he af- 
fumed the Government of all Jtaly, as has been feen 

§- Before that time, he only took the Title of Patricins of 
the Romans ; but afterwards he ftiled himfelf, Carolus Se- 


but he was not anointed by the Pope till he had been pros. 














% Differtatio Hiftorica de fummo Apoftolice Sedis 
Mperio in Urbem Comitatumque Comacli., 17 9. in 4to. 
_%& % The Author quotes thefe Words under the Name of E- 

Biohartus ; but they arein the Book mentioned by me, ad an- 
num 851. and not in the Life of Charlemagne written by E. 
ginbartus. (This i: « Note of M. le Clere) 
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renifimus Auguftus 2 Deo coronatus, magnus, pacificus, Rome 
gubernams imperium, as it appears from fome inftrument 
mentioned by Father Mabi‘den in his Book De Re Dipiom : 
tica, 6: The Pope himfelf acknowledged that Chari” 
had the Authority of the former Emperors, as we find a 
the Anonymous Poet above quoted : a 

> Pofthaudes igitur dittus GO fummuseumdem 

Praful adoravit, feeut mos debitus olim 

- Principibus fuit antiquis,. ~ 
7. The Emperors preferved their Authority in Rome 
without any Difpute, as M. le Blanc made it appear in his 
Differtation. 8. The Emperors were very much con 
cern’d in the Pope’s Election, as the Author proves ir at 
Jarge. 9. Their Authority further appears, by the Pub. 
lick Prayers that were made at Rome for thofe Prin- 
ces. 

M. Fontanini, in order to prove the Pope’s Sovereionry 
fays That he fent Embaffies, made Treaties of fean. 
affifted his Allies with Troops, Gc. Our Author an. 
fwers, That the Cities of Bologna, Pifa and Siena, did 
formerly the fame, tho’ they acknowledged their Depen- 
dence from the Emperor. | 

The Romans were not deprived of their Liberty, by 
calling the Kings of France to their Affiftance againit the 
Greeks and the Lombards, ‘They remained a free People 
and ftyled themfelves # Republick, afcer the Death of 
Charlemagne, as the Author fhews. He proves, that tho’ 
they acknowledged the Emperor to be their Supreme 
Lord, they preferved all their Privileges. 

M. Fontanini obferves , that Pope Adrian I. fays, that 
Charlemagne gave fome Territories to the Church of Rome, 
Sub Integritate: Which he underftands, as if that Prince 
meant that he did it without Referving any Right to him. 
felf. But thofe Words denote only a full and entire Pof- 
feffion, without excluding the Rights of the Sove-reign. 

The Author having fhew’'d that the Emperor was Lord 
Paramount of Rome, but did not govern ir, proceeds to 
enquire whether the Government did belong to the Pope, 
or to the Roman People. He obferves in rhe firft place, 
that the Author, who writ for the Duke of Modena, and 
M. le Blanc , are miftaken, when they affirm that Rome 
was always fubje& to the Ethperors.. The contrary ap- 
pears by the Teftimony of Conflantinus Porphyrogeneta, 
Lib. Il. Them. X. de Themat. Imp. who fays that that 
City, having fhaken off the Emperor's Yoke, Lad its own 
Government , idroupatoetay t174. M. Vignoli. fays, the 
Romans began to enjoy that Liberty in the Year DCCX. 

The Romans acknowledged the Pope to be their Head, 
as the Venetians acknowledge the Doge, and feveral Anci.« 
ent Republicks acknowledged their Podeftd. The Trea. 
ties that were then made between Free Cities, were made 
in the Name of the Doges and Podeftas, without any Pre 
judice to the Liberty of the People , as the Author fhews 
by feveral Inftances. 

The Popes had not a full Power in Temporal Things, 
as it appears from the Manufcript Gloffes of Piero Vefs 
cove Urbevetano upon Anaftafiw , written Four Hundred 
Years ago and quoted by M. Fontanini. But the Diffen- 
tions of the Weftern Princes gave the Popes an Opportunity 
of making themfelves Sovereigns at Rome , and throwing 
off the Emperors Yoke, whilft they invaded theRights of 
the Roman Veople. The Author believes this New Go 
vernment began under the Pontificate of Sergius Il. ; 
which he proves by a Paflage out of Luitprandw, in the 
Life of that Pope. The Power of the Roman Pontiffs 
increafed under the Reign of Charles the Bald; who ha- 
ving ufurped the Empire from Lewis, by the Pope's Fa- 
vour, granted him all his Defires. The Author alledges 
{ome other Proofs for it,and concludes with an Inftrument 
of the Year MCLIII. to be found at Siena, in which Pope 
Eugenius 1V. takes in Fee from the Abbot of Amiata, Part 
of the Territory of Radicofani, with the Confent of the 
Chief Men in Rome, who fubfcribed that Inftrument. The 

Author makes feveral Curious Remarks upon it, which 
the Readers will fee in his Diflertation, if it be printed 
in Italian or in Latin: It deferves to be made publick. 

The Author approves what M. /e Blaric fays pag go. 
That the Romans continued to aflere their Liberry again 
the Popes, till the Year MCCCCXXXI_; fince the Name 
of the People and Senate of Rome appears upon the Coins 
till che Time of Martin LV. and Exgeniws 1V.. One may 
therefore believe that the. moft Ancient Coins, fuch as 
thofe that have been mention d in the Beginning of this 
~ Exerad, 
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Extra&t, were ftamped by the Roman Magiftrates, and not 
by the Emperors, or the Popes. | 

Ic were to be wifh’d, that fome Learned Man would 
treat this Subje& more fully, and alledge more Arguments 
to prove each Propofition contained in it. Thus far 
Mr. le Clerc. 


I SHALL éécafionally infert here fome Obfervations 
concerning Martinus Polonus, and that Paflage in his Chro- 
nicle which relates to Pope Fean. 


1. Martin, furnamed Polonus, Penitentiary and Csppela- 
nus to the Pope, was not born in Poland, but %t at Trop- 
pax (in Latin, Oppavia,) a Town in the Upper Silefis. 
Nicolas IIX. being at Viterbo, made him Archbifhop of 
Gnefna the 22d of June 1278. In the fame Year Martin 
fer out for Poland, to take Pofleflion of his Archbi- 
fhoprick ; but he died at Bologna , and was buried there 
in Set. Dominick’s Church. Abraham Bzovins % fays, he 
faw his Epitaph #%% in that Church , exprefled in thefe 
Words : Hic jacet Frat. Martinus Polonus Ord. Pred. Archi- 
epifcopus Gnefnenjis. 


2. That Author carried his Chronicle of the Popes and 
Emperors as far as John XXL. inclufively, who ditd in the 
Year 1277. That Chronicle was continued by an Ano- 


nymous Writer to the Year 1320. under the Pontificate of 
john XXII, 


3. The Story of Pope Joan is to be found in the Ba/il- 
Edition of that Chronicle 1559 in Folio, and in that of 
Antwerp 1574. in 8vo, But it does noc appear in the E- 
dition of Cologwe 1616. in Folio, printed from a MS. almoft 
us ancient as the Author. Leo Alstius %% ¥% aflirms that 
the Paffage I am {peaking of , is not to be found neither 
in a very ancient Manufcript of the Vatican, 


4. Lambecius t¥% informs us, that there are Eight An- 
eient Manufcripts of Martin’s Chronicle in the Emperor's 
Library ; and that Pope foam is only mention’d in Four : 
From whence he infers, that Martin is not the Author of 
the Paflage relating to that Female Pope, and that this 
Fable was inferted in his Chronicle after his Death. 


s- There is in the Emperor’s Library a Manufcript Hi- 
flory of the Popes and Emperors, taken from feveral Authors, 
and among others from our Martin , and continued to the 
Year 1454. by a Monk named Albert. It is faid in that 
Manufcripe, chat Martin relates the Story of Pope foan ; 
and the Author pretends, that the fame Martin mentions 
a Particular, which is not to be found in any Copy of his 
Chronicle : Viz. That Pope Joan being with Child, ask’d 
a Man poffefled by the Devil, When the Wicked Spirit 
would get out of his Body ? And that the Devil anfwer- 
ed, He would tell her after her Delivery, Joannam % Pa- 
piffam jam gravidam quendam a Diabolo obfeffum interrogaffe, 
quando Diabelus 4 corpore ejus receffurus effet; CO Diabolum 
vefpondiffe hus verbis : 


HH Papa Pater Patrum PAPISS& pandito partum, 
Et tibi tunc edam, de corpore quand) recedam. 


'™ 





%+t See Lambecius, Comment. de Biblioth. Vindobo- 
nenfi. Lib. IT. c. 8, pag. 863, 870. 


% Continuat. Annal. ad Ann. 1278. 
* eH When I was at Bologna, 1 did carefully enquire for 


that Epitaph ; but could not bear of it. However, I do not 
qucftion in the leaft Baovius’s Sincerity. 

HHH Confar. fabule de Joanna Paps, inter Opufcula 
Mifcellanea edita Colon. 1653 in 8vo. 

t% Ubi fup. Lib. Il. c. 8. pag. 863. 

% Lambecius ubi fupra, pag. 871, 872. 

%H% See a Piece of Florimond de Remond, entitled, 


L’ Anti-Papefz. Chap IV. pag. 34, 35. Paris, 1627. in 
Odavo. 
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David Blonde!, a very Learned Nian, being fully perfuaded 
that the Story of Pope Joan was a mere Forgery, wi fo {ins 
cere as to write againft it. Some took him to be a talfeBros 
ther upon thatAccount. They were ftrangely furprifed co fee 
that Story, on which “hey laid fo great Strefs, confuted 
by a Proteftant Minifter... I matt obferve thar Bitndel 
did atually receive atthat time a Yearly Penfion of a 
Thoufand Crowns from:the King of France;. whith Was 
fufficient to raife fame Sufpicions againft him, The Rea+ 
ders will not be difpleafed to know upon what Accourit 
he received that Penfion,; and therefore in order to fati 


their Curiofity , I mutt beg Leave to make a fhore Digrei« 
fion. 


Jobn James Chifiet having publifh'd a Learned Book in 
Favour of the Houle of 4es/ria, containing feveral Things 
difadvantageous co, the Houle of France, the Cara 
dinal expreffed a great Defire to have ir confured. 
He fence for Petavixs, and defived him to anfwer it. That 
Jefuic #t told his Eminence, That he was not fufficient- 
Jy acquainted with the Hittory of France 3 and that be 
knew but One Man in the Kingdom that was able to 
write againft Chifflee. The Cardinal ask'd him, who ke 
was. Blondel, faid Petwvias. Blonded ,. replied the Cardia 
nal: He is a Huguenot : He is @ Minifer. My Lord, con. 
tinued Petavius, He is the only Man that [ can recom. 
mend for fuch a Performance, Ihe Cardinal, being un- 
willing to employ a Proteftane , fent for Father Sirmond 
and defired him to write againtt Chiffet: Father Sirmon 
replied, That he was not fufficiently skill’d in the Hittory 
of France, to undertake fuch a Work; and that he knew 
but One Man that could do it with Good Succefs. Who 
is he? faid the Cardinal. Blondel, replied Father Sir» 
mond. ‘She Cardinal having confulted thofe Two Learna 
ed Men, found himfelf obliged to make ufe of Blondel + 
Whereupon a Penfion of a Choufand Crowns was imme~ 
diately affigned to that Learned Minifter , to write in Fas 
vour of the Houfe of Frante. 


It was then that Blondel publifh’d his Treatife coneern 
ing Pope Foan ; from whence forme Zealots inferr'd that 
he had been bribed by the Court of France to write upon 
that Subject. But their Sufpicions were altogether 
groundlefs. Blondel was 4 true Proteftant, and died in 
the Communion of the Reformed Churches. Some. are 
of Opinion, that he did a Good Service to the Proteftant 
Charches of France, by Confuting that Story. 


TheStory of Popesan brought forth a Fiction,importing, 
That after her Deceaie,every New Pope was feated upon a 
Ghair, and fearched, in order to know whether he was a 
Man. Michael Marulés made an Epigram upon 3% Jnne> 
cent VIII. wherein he pretends that that Pope got Sixteen 
Children before his Promotion ; from whence ,he in 
3 that there was no need to place him upon the 
ir. 





Quid quaris teftes, fit mas an femina Cibo ? 
Refpice natorum, pignora certa, gregem. 

Ofo nocens pucros genuit, totidemque puebas. 
Hune merito poterit dicere Roma Patremi 


ree 





din Ae 


%t Lhave no Auehority for this, buta current Report 
among fome of the Learned Proteftants of France. 


% His Name was John Bapriff Cibo. 


K1R ft. 
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KIEL. 


Differtation was printed {ome time fince upon this 
A Queftion : Whether thofe that are mot Poets, may 
jadge of Poetry? Utrum de Poetica reGe judicare pofit , qui 
non eff Pocta? The Author will not allow any one to give 
4 Peremptory Judgment about the Merit of a Poem, un- 
lefs he be an Excellent Poet. He confutes in a very agree- 
able manner Kortholt, who afcribes that Jurifdi&tion tothe 
Grammarians, and Mr. Dacier, who fubmits Poetry to the 
aes oongee of Philofophers. The Grammarians being ta- 

en up with the Niceties of the Language , and profef- 
fing a fcrupulous Exaétnefs, are no more able to perceive 
the Sublimity of Poetry, than a grave, ay and melan- 
choly Philofopher can perceive its Gracefulnefs. Who 
then may judge of Poetry? None but Poets, fays the 
Author, But will not their Judgment be corrupted b 
Jealoufy and Prejudices ? Will they commend their Ri- 
vals ? Will they admire in other Poets thofe Ornaments, 
which they cannot beftow upon their own Works? Such 
Judges cannot be admitted. Who then is to judge of a 
Poem? The Publick. ’Tis Seneca’s, Malherbe’s, and Bal- 
zac’s Opinion, The Common Senfe of the Impartial 
Multitude is the true Judge of all Ingenious Works, and 
particularly of Poetry. Let the Philofophers examine 
the Morality ; Jet the Grammarians criticize the Lan- 
guage , with a due Regard to the Poetical Licenfe ; let 
the Poets cenfure the Meafure and the Rhymes : The 
Publick only ¢an both re/i~h and commend the Sublimity 
and Gracefulnefs of an Excellent Poem. 


BERLIN. 


M Schott, the King’s Antiquary and Library-Keeper, 
e has publifh’d a French Differtation of 36 Pages in 
4te. wherein he explains a Silver Medal of uguftus, 
lodged in the Cabinet of M. Foucault, Intendant of Caen, 
and not to be found any where elfe. The Head of Au- 
guflus appears upon one Side of that Medal ; and on the 
other, a Cippus, with this nieripree upon it CC Augufii, 
which has very much exercifed the beft Antiquaries. Some 
will have it to fignify Two hundred thoufand Men, to whom 
Corn was diftributed by the Emperor’s Order. Oshers 
underftand it of the Denarius Ducentefimus, which Augufas 
required. Some read it Communi Confenfy. Father Hare 
duin renders it Circenfes Cefaris dugufli. Others pretend 
that the Cippus denotes a Miliary, and read the Inferiptic 
on thus, Cai? Cefaris Augufti. M.Galland Keeper of M. 
Foucault’s Cabinet, approves this Explication, Cais Cefaris 
Adguiti ; and will have the Cippus to be the firft Midiary, 
where all the High-ways in Jra/y began, placed in the Fo 
rum, when the Care of the High-ways was committed to 
Auguftus under the Confullhip of M. Apuleius and Silius 
Nerva in the Year of Rome 734. M. Schott alledges two 
Reafons againft this Explication Firft, rhat the Gippus 
placed on the Medal is very different from an Obelisk, 
which was the.Figure of the Firft Miliary. Secondly, that 
when 4uguftus took that Surname, he was no longer call’d 
Caius ; and that thofe two Names are net to be found to- 
gether in any Ancient Monument. 

The Author reads the Infcription thus, Ducenarii,Au- 
gufi, and underftands it of thofe Judges, whom Augufus 
added to. the former ; which proved very advantageous ro 
the Publick. They were fo call’d, becaufe rhofe who 
afpired to that Honour, were to have at leat an Income 

Two hundred Seffertia. M. Schott confirms his Expli- 
cation by a brafs Medal of Caligula , on which thefe Ler- 
ters RCC are to be found, which the moft Learned An- 
tiquaries render Remiffs Ducentefima, The following In- 
{cription is fill more favourable to his Opinion. 





LONDON: Printed by J. Roberts: 
Oxford-Arms in 





JOVI. O. M. 
CETERISQ. DIIS 
-DEABUSQ. IMMORTAL. 
TIB. CL. DEMETRIUS 
DOM. NICOMED. 
V. E. PROC. AUGG. NN. 
ITEM CC, EPISCEPSEOS 
CHORZ INFERIORIS. 


M. Schott veads that Infcription thus : 300; Optims Mexi- 
mo Ceterifque Diit Deabufque Immortalibus Tiberius Claudius 
Demetrius, Domo Nicomedienfis; Vir Egregius, Procurator Au 
guitorum Nostrorum, item DUCENARIUS Epifcepfeas inferie- 
ris. 

The Author defigns to publith feveral Remarks upon 


Suetonius. 


ROME. 


M Sefiri has put out a fhore Method of Writing in 
* Cyphers, in all forts of Languages. 

Metedo breviffime G abfolutiffime per Scrivere occulse in tutte 
le Lingue, &c. In Romai7it. ‘Tis a {mall Book of 20 
Pages in 410. ; 

‘Lhe Auchor affirms, that he knows above thirréen thous 
fand Ways of writing in Cyphers, Two things, fays he, 
are neceflary to perte& that Art. 1. The Method ought 
to be univerfal, and not confined to any particular Lan- 
guage. 2. Ie ought to be fo contrived, that none can 
find out a Secret contained in a Letter, but the Perfon to 
whom it is written. Thofe two Advantages are to be 
found in M. Sefri’s Method, which confifts in a Tranfpo- 
fition of Letters, ‘Tis obfervable that one and the fame 
Letter may reprefent feveral other Lecters in the fame 
writing. 


AMSTERDAM. 


A French Tranflation of a Dialogue of Xenophon, enti. 
thd , HIE RO, Or the Condition of a Tyrans , by 
Mr. Coffe, has been lately publifh’d, 

HIERON, ow Portrait de la Condition des Rois: Par 
Xenophon. En Gree O en Francois. De la Traduétion de Pierve 
Cefte. Amferdam, 1711. in Sve. 

Mr. Cofte fays in his Preface , that he has {pared neither 
Time nor Pains to exprefs clearly the Senfe of the Origi- 
nal. He gives us his Thoughts concerning that Dialogue 
in the following Words. “ This Dialogue (fays be), 
* contains on the one Side a Parallel, which Aigro makes 
* between the Condition of Kings and ther of Private 
“ Men ; and on the other, fome Advices which &:momidep 
“ gives to Kings. The Merit of that Poet, added ta 
oe Fis great Age, juftifies his taking fuch a Task upon 
“ himfelf. As for what concerns the fir Head, no 
** one could be better qualified to treat fuch a Sub- 
* ject, than a Prince like Hiero, who having been a 
““ Private Man for a long time, knew by Experience 
“ wherein the Condition of Private Perfons differs from 
“ that of Kings. One needs only read his Difcourfe to be 
convinc’d of it. What he — is fo juft and natural, 
that a Reader, thro’ an agreeable Delufion , fancies he 
*« hears Hiers himfelf ; and that it is noe a fidtitious Con- 
“ verfation, but a true Dialogue , in which that Prince 
“ tock delight to reprefent himfelf fuch as he really 
“was”. The Importance of the Subjead,. and’ the 
Beauty of the Tranflation , will render Mr, Cofa’s Per 
formance very acceptable to the Publick. 

The Tranflation is attended with Two Sorts of Notes. 
Some are Critical ; ofhers are defign’d to explain fome 
Cuftoms , the Knowledge whereof is neceflary co under- 
ftand feverat Paffages in this Dialogue, 

; ; o 


—_, 








And Sold by 4. Baldwin, near the 
Warwick-Lane. (Price 2 d.) 













